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Qctober 31, 2003

Cemmissioner Michae! J Copps
Federal Communlcations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am wrlting to volee my oppasition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for dightal television As a

consumer and clitizen, | feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adaption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronies must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innevate for thelr
customers Allowlng movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equlpment will enable the studioa to tell technologlsts
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what cansumers like me
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged more meney for Inferlor functionality

'f the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay maore for devices that limit my rights at the bahest of Holiywood Please do not mandate
broadcast fiag technology for dightal television Thank you for your time

Sineerely,

Samuel Rose
4212 Holt Rd
Halt, Mi 48842
UsSa
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October 31, 2003

Commissioner Michael ] Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Waghinigton, D C 205354

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital television As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy wenld be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

4 robust, competitive market for corsumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell tachnologists what new products they can
cteate This Will result in producte that don't necessarily reflect what conmmers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior funotionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment, it DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment T will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do ot mandate broadeast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

michael Swanson
37TQ0E 4408

Cedar City, UT 84720
USa




John W Herman
14058 E. Beechwood Rd
Galena, MD 21635
Commnusstoner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Comrmission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps-

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag". T am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

It 15 not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems thar
consumers must use i order to watch digital television broadeast on their computers.

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programmers and "tinkerers” who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
inovation 1s what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace. Don*t be fooled into
thinking that Microsoft has innovated anything.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
mwdulators and demodulators, preventing open—sowrce programmers from innovating in field of drgital
commurucations techruques used by television.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital. viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers ate
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to siow adoption of digital television in addition to making it 1llegal to
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons [ urge you to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Amernca 1s and has been the leading inmovator 1n the fields of communications and computers. Don't suffocate
thus innovation in the interests of a few large corporations interested in regulating the industry in their benefit,
and until they alone can provide these innovations, if they ever do.

Suncerely,

John W. Herman




David Wolever
135 Mavety St
Toronro, Ontario, M6P2L8
Cormmissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Commurucations Commission
445 12th Street, NW
‘Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

Thousands of American conswmers have aiready expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag" I am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean [ am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Aclopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is outside 1ts
proper role. It 1s not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operatng systems
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Additionally, adopuion of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
immovation 1s what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators anxi demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digital
commurucations techniques used by television.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consurmers are
able 1o watch TV, consumers will be Jess inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television
Therefore. the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It 1s for these reasons I urge you to
promote the cigital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

David Wolever




Jason Faulkner
110 E Franklin Street
Po Box 421
Spring Hope, NC 27882
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
‘Washingron, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Your upcormung choices regarding Broadcast Flags allow you the unique viewpoint of defining digital media
from now on — you can either lock it up — by approving a "broadcast flag" measure, or free it. by choosing

not to pass that new regulation.

Broadcast flags would prevert Open Source Software from accessing digital television, whuch I feel would
violate both freedom of speech and press.

As a journalist, I feel that this degree of Federa! Control over television is dangerously close to censorship —
11 would be incredibly easy, given this technology. to take a channel or program off the air if it says or does
something against the government.

Please DO NOT allow broadcast flags to be implemented.

Jason Faulkner

former Sports Editor

Spring Hope Enterprise

Sincerely,

Jason Faulkner
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Qetober 29, 2003

Commlsalonar Michaal J Copps
Faderal Communications Commigsion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20564

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am writing to volce my opposttion to eny FCC-mandated adeption of “broadeast flag" technalogy for digitel television As a
congumer and ckizen, | feal strongly that such a polley would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronica must be racted in manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTVareception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologlists
what hew products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and it eould resuit in me being charged more money for interier tunctionaitty

If the FCC lssues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actuslly be lese likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable racelvers
and other equipment | wili not pay more for devices that (imft my rights at the behast of Hellywood Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for dightal television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

nell measlek

B30 groff ave
Ellizabethtown, PA 17022
Usa




Barry Boyce
2832 Whitmire Hwy
Kinards SC, 29355
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 |2th Street, NW
Washington, I C. 20554

Dear Comrrussioner Michael J. Copps:

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopung the bioadeast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control™ which 1s outside its
proper role. It 1s not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systenis
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on theiwr computers.

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programmers and "tnkerers” who work to improve the software. Their conftributions and constant
innovation s what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
nixculators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digital
communications technuques used by television.

Most Arnericans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television
Therefore. the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digstal television in addition to making 1t illegal 1o
watch digital television on a computer using open~source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Barry Boyce




Karen Carter
202 Rolling Ridget Ct
Warner Robins, Ga. 31088
Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps-

Again [ amn appalled at the government's quest to control and regulate the privacy in our homes. Again and as
usual this is all money based. This issue is not about what is fair. Isn't is stange Hollywood 1s not interested in
controlling when 1t comes to pornography issues. Hoollywood and the media services (TV, newspapers. etc)
want "freedom of speech” when it is to their benenfit. Everyone shouts about "their nghts' being violated, well
I will jump on this issue, The rights in my home will be violated.

I would hope Hoellywood and the TV industry would jump on the band wagon for education. Don't they
understand it would be to their benefit to allow schools to use their products for education? For once I hope
you will listen to the "litde people of the United States."

Sincerely,

Karen Carter




Eric Schultz
54] Delaware Ave.
North Fond du Lac, WI, 54937
Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Commurucations Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control” which 1s outside 1ts
proper role It 1s not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systens
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Adchtionally, adoption of the broadeast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
innovation is what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
madulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digatal
communications techniques used by television.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able 1o do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television.
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television 11 addition to making 1t 1llegal to
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons 1 urge you w
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Rules like this take away our rights to watch and enjoy our entertainment as we see fit and 1n the best tune
There 15 no need to break a system that works perfectly. Please think about consumers and stand up for our

NIerests.

Sincerely,

Ernc Schulez
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Oztober 29. 2003

Conmissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NU

Yashington. D C 20554

Derar Michael Copps.

I am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag” technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

4 robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted 1n
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DIV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and 1t could
result in me being charged nore money for inferior functionalaty

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
nake an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other sguipment I will not pay
nore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
nandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your tine

Sincerely,

Terrance Druggan
323 Whitfield Draive
Lexington. KY 40515
Usa
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Qctober 29, 2003

Commlssioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Streat, NW

Washingten, D C 20564

Dear Michael Copps,

I 2m writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital television As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adaption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumat electronics must be rooted in manutacturers' abliity to innovate for their
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studics to tell technologists
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and It couid result In me being charged more money for Inferlor functionality

# the FCC issues a broadcast tlag mandate, | would actuslly be less likely to make an investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will net pay more for devices that limit my rights at the bahest of Hollywood Fleass do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digite! television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Sean Jensen-Grey

700 NW 42nd St, Sufte 223
Seattle, WA 98107

USA
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October 29, 2003

Commuissioner Michael [, Copps
Federal Commumications Commussion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am wanng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for dightal
television. As 4 consumer and aihzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nghts, and the ultimate adeption of DTV.

A robust, competiive market for consumer electronics must be rooted 11 manufacturers’ ability to snnovate for
theis customners. Allowning movie studios to veto features of DTV-recephon equipment wall enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This wall result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me bemng charged more money for infenor
functbonality.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadeast flag mandate, [ would actually be less likely to make en investment n DTV-capable
recesvers and other equpment. I wall not pay mose for devices that lirut my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital telewision. Thank you for your tme.

Sincerely,

Keith Menard

15110 Newport Ave,
Ormaha, NE 68116
USA




Tim Hoolihan
2845 Chamberlain Rd
Fairlawn OH 44333
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 | 2th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps.
I am concerned citizen and voter. And I used to think that people, not corporate interest governed this country

Thousands of American consumers have aiready expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control” which is outside its
proper role It s not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems
that consuniers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
imnovation is what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and (QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programimers from imnovating in field of dipital
communications techniques used by televisjon.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers ale
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equpment to view digital television.
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making 1t illegal to
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons I urge you 10
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag

Sincerely.

Trm Hoolihan




Kristi Ogle
65 Jackson Cir.
Marjetta, GA 30060
Conurussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Commumcations Commission
445 12th Street, NW
‘Washingron, D.C. 20554

Dear Comrrussioner Michael J. Copps:

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, [ urge the Federal
Commurucations Commission 1o vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." T am outraged that the FCC
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The hroadcast flag is neither 1n my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watchung digtal
broadcast television i the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television—for example, it will restnict my
abulity to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from room—to—room and place—to—place

The broadcast flag will also lock cut my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to farmuly and fniends

Furthermore, 1f computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? T value
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off—the—shelf computer parts

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier
picture 15 hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronucs and computer
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television
uansition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Kristi Ogle




Dawn Adams
106 Northfield Ct.
‘Warner Robins, GA 31093
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 |2th Street, NW
Washington, D.C, 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps

As a media specialist in an elementary school, a home television viewer and a consumer of electronucs and
computer products, I urge the Federal Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a
"broadcast flag.” I am very concerned that the FCC would consider a regulation would restrict the way I use
television in school and enjoy television at home.

The broadcast flag 1s neither in my interest nor the public's interest. Until now, the legal doctrine of "'fair use"
has allowed me to make copies

of a copyrighted works for educational purpeses. Although this legal
concept may protect my educational use of recorded broadcast television
show in a court room, this "flag" may scon prevent my ability to replay

the show before [ ever get it to the classroom It will prevent me from watching digital broadcast television
the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television—for example, 1t will restrict my ability to move the
video I have recorded for personal viewing from room—to—room and place—to—place.

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends

Furthermore, if computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways [ haven't even thought of? I value
mnovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were built 10 open standards using inexpensive, off—the—sheif computer parts.

I the move o digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincearely.

Dawn Adams
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Wednesday, October 29 2003

Commussioner Michael I Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE

Dear Commussioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer
1t switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the
MPAA and 1ts allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that
are more expensive and less valuable

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use imphications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, 1 can be more than a passive recipient of content — I can modify, create, and
participate. 1 can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home
movie, send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this
control and flexibility that I enjoy.

It the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable,
flexable, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, |
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Manuel Martinez

2224 Broadway
Schaumburg, 11. 60194
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Wednesday, October 29 2003

Commissioner Michael 1. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition rehes on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a
consumer if switching doesn't mean dlscarding my existing home network, buying new high-
resolution displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not
allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV

devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implicatlons of the broadcast flag. With
today's technolegy, I can be more than a passive reclpient of content -- I can modify, create,
and participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small plece of TV and splice it into a
home movie; send an emall clip of my child’s football game to a distant relative; or record a
TV pregram onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems
designed to remove this control and flexibllity that I enjoy,

If the move to digital televislon does not make the public's viewlng experience more
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a cansumer to buy new
digital equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of
broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast
flag.

Sincerely,
John M Geiser

514 Lowell Dr.
South Elgin, IL 60177
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Wednesday, October 29 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commussioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Commumcations Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely
concemed that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer
it switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that
are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, 1 can be more than a passive recipient of content — I can modify, create, and
participate Icanrecord TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice 1t into a home
movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this
control and flexibility that I enjoy.

1f the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable,
llexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do [ have as a consumer to buy new digital
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, 1
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag

Sincerely,

Chris Hoffman
po box 336
Arlington, WA 98223
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Wednesday, October 29 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE

Dear Commssioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” | am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching te and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
deesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living rcom. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, | am very concerned about the fair-use fmplications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and participate. !
can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TY and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip
of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my
friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that | enjoy.

If the move to digital television does nat make the public’s viewing experience mere enjoyable, flexible,
and exciting, what compelling reason de | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promote the digital
transition by opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Mick Terrible

6086 Holiday Lane
Dubtin, OH 43016
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Wednesday, October 29 20053

Commissioher Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VLA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadeast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies en convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
chgital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 1if switching
doesn’'t mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadeast flag. With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can
record TV to watch later; chip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my
child’s football game lo a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadeast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Richard Dowling

9601 Arlene Drive, Anchorage, Alaska
Anchorage, AK 99502




Philip Creighton
10375 Southern Oaks Dr
Saraland, Al 36571
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Commurucations Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washungton, D.C. 20554

Dear Commussioner Michael J. Copps:

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag" [ am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean 1 am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broacdcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control” which is outside 1ts
proper role. It 1s not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadeast on their computers.

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
mnnovation 1s what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and (QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digital
commurucations techniques used by television.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming. not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways conswmers ate
able to watch TV. consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television.
Therefore. the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to
promote the digtal television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Phulip Creighron




Israel J. Patuson
PO Box 19212
Raleigh, NC 276199212
Commnussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 {2th Sireet, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Coninussioner Michael J. Copps

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition 1o the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag". I am writing to jorn them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast tlag
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is outside its
proper role. It 1s not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systenis
that consumers must use 1n order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
mnovation 1s what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
miodulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digtal
comnmuurucations techniques used by television.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovatve new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined 1o 1nvest in the equipment 1o view digital television.
Therefore, the broacdlcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making 1t llegal to
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

[srael 1. Patuson




Neva Lee Ghormley
5299 East Shore Drive
Conyers, GA 30094

Commissioner Michael J. Copps

Federal Commumecations Commission

445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps.
To Whom It May Concern

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of 2 "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public’s interest. It will prevent me from watching digitat
broadcast television in the ways [ currently enjoy analog broadcast television—for example, it will restrict my
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from room—to—room and place—to—place

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school foothall game to family and friends

Furthermore, 1f computers carmot freely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to
discover new devices that enable me 10 use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? [ value
mnovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were bullt 1 open standards using inexpensive, off—the—shelf computer parts

It the move to digital televiston does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible. and
exciting, what compelling reason de I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Neva Lee Ghormley




Jason Michelizzi
D308 Stadium Apartments
1530 University Drive
Duluth, MN 55812
Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Cornmumncations Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C 20554

Dear Comumissioner Michael J. Copps:

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them. As 2 user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control” which 1s outside 1ts
proper role. It 1s not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their compurers.

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programniers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
innovation is what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementatrons of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating 1n field of digital
communications techniques used by television.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
welevision programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television.
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to stow adoption of digital television 1n addition to making it illegal to
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software, It is for these reasons 1 urge you to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadeast flag,

Sincerely,

Jason Michelizzi
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Wednesday, October 29 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

ViA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " | am gravely concerned that
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television

The digital television transttion relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution chsplays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transtion
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable

In addition, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's
technology, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and participate | can
record TV to watch later, cip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie, send an emanl clip of my
chid's football game 1o a distant relative, or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that | enjoy

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture 1s hardly enough reason for me tfo dispense with all my ¢urrent consumer electronics and computer
equipment As a ciizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promote the digital transition by
oppesing the broadcast flag

Sincerely,
Timothy Abbott

34 Marshall St Unit C
Somerville, MA 02143




